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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in replay to an amendment filed on April 12, 2006. 
Claims 1-30 are pending/ examined. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's remark/ arguments filed on April 12, 2006 regarding independent 
claims 1, 14, 24, 27 and 29 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant first argument is based on the limitation in the independent 
claim 1, 14, 24, 27 and 29. 



Applicant argument is based on the motivation used to combine the two 

references used towards the independent claims 1, 14, 24, 27 and 29. 
Applicant argued that, the motivation for modifying/ combining Hurtado (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,611,812) with Thompson (U.S. Patent No. 5,406,627) is 

improper because it lacks supporting evidence. 

Examiner disagrees with this argument, Examiner would point out that It 
is not necessary that the reference actually suggest, expressly or in so many 
words, the changes or improvements that applicant has made. The text for 
combining references is what the references as a whole would have suggested 
to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Sheckle, 168 USPQ 716 (CCPA 
1971) In re McLaghin 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). In re Young 159 USPQ 725 
(CCPA 1968). 
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In order to clarify how each and every limitation of the independent claims is disclosed 
by the combination of the two references, namely Hurtado and Thompson (Examiner 
would map each and every limitations of the independent claims with the references 
used in the rejection as follows). Referring to the independent claims 1,14, 24, 27 
and 29 , Hurtando discloses a method comprising: transmitting a decoder core to 
be used with a predefined content decoder, the decoder core for causing the 
predefined content decoder to decrypt an encrypted version of digital content, 
[column 6, lines 10-14] (Once the end user receive permission from the a clearing house 
after requesting permission, it will be able to access/ get the decryption key stored in the 
container sent/ transmitted to the end user/decoder. The end user by using the 
decrypting key stored in the container will decrypt/ reproduce/ play the previously 
encrypted content. The method to delivery encrypted digital content to the end user 
system for the playing/ reproducing of the content is also explained on column 5, lines 
59-60 and receiving a secure container/ storage/ medium containing the decrypting key 
for decrypting the previously encrypted content is also explained on column 5, lines 66- 
column 6, line 1; column 6, lines 6-10) 

Hurtando does not explicitly disclose 

The decoder core comprising instructions for causing the predefined content 
decoder to decrypt an encrypted version of digital content. 
However, In the same field of endeavor, Thompson discloses 
The system further comprising a digital data encrypting system for enciypting 
data and transmitting said encrypted data and said instructions to said digital 
data decrypting system, said instructions identifying a decryption key within 
said memory means to be used as an active key to decrypt said encrypted data. 
[Column 43, lines 9-15] 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made, to combine the features of transmitting instructions for 



Application/Control Number: 10/034,131 
Art Unit: 2132 



Page 4 



causing the predefined decrypting system to decrypt the encrypted version of 
content as per teachings Thompson into the method as taught by Hurtando in 
order to improve an encryption system and consequently makes it difficult 
for unauthorized decryption of content. [See Thompson, column 2, lines 43- 
47] 

Therefore all the limitation of the independent claims are undoubtedly disclosed 
by the combination of the references and the rejection is maintained until the 
applicant amend the independent claims and successfully overcome the 
rejection without introducing new matters. 

The next argument presented by the applicant is towards the dependent claims. 
Examiner disagrees with the argument as the dependent claims stands and falls 
with the corresponding independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

4. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Hurtado et al. (hereinafter referred to as Hurtado) (U.S. Patent No. 6,61 1,812 B2) 
in view of Thompson et al (hereinafter referred to as Thompson) (U.S. Patent 5,406, 
627) 
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5. As per claim 1,14. 24 and 27-29 , Hurtando discloses a method comprising: 
transmitting a decoder core to be used with a predefined content decoder, the 
decoder core for causing the predefined content decoder to decrypt an encrypted 
version of digital content, [column 6, lines 10-14] (Once the end user receive 
permission from the a clearing house after requesting permission, it will be able to 
access/ get the decryption key stored in the container sent/ transmitted to the end 
user/ decoder. The end user by using the decrypting key stored in the container will 
decrypt/ reproduce/ play the previously encrypted content. The method to delivery 
encrypted digital content to the end user system for the playing/ reproducing of the 
content is also explained on column 5, lines 59-60 and receiving a secure 
container/ storage/ medium containing the decrypting key for decrypting the previously 
encrypted content is also explained on column 5, lines 66-column 6, line 1; column 6, 
lines 6-10) 

Hurtando does not explicitly disclose 

The decoder core comprising instructions for causing the predefined content 
decoder to decrypt an encrypted version of digital content. 
However, In the same field of endeavor, Thompson discloses 
The system further comprising a digital data encrypting system for encrypting 
data and transmitting said encrypted data and said instructions to said digital 
data decrypting system, said instructions identifying a decryption key within 
said memory means to be used as an active key to decrypt said encrypted data. 
[Column 43, lines 9-15] 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made, to combine the features of transmitting instructions for 
causing the predefined decrypting system to decrypt the encrypted version of 
content as per teachings Thompson into the method as taught by Hurtando in 
order to improve an encryption system and consequently makes it difficult 
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for unauthorized decryption of content. [See Thompson, column 2, lines 43- 
47] 



6. As per claim 2 and 30 . the combination of Hurtando and Thompson 
discloses a method as applied to claim above. Furthermore Hurtando discloses the 
method further comprising receiving a request to access digital content, wherein 
the transmitting comprises transmitting in response to the request, [column 6, 
lines 10-14] (End user receive permission from the a clearing house after requesting 
permission then it will be able to access/ get the decryption key stored in the container 
received or sent/ transmitted to the end user/decoder by the clearing house. The end 
user by using the decrypting key stored in the container will decrypt/ reproduce/ play 
the previously encrypted content.) 

7. As per claim 3-9: 20-23 . the combination of Hurtando and Thompson 
discloses a method as applied to claim above. Furthermore Hurtando discloses the 
method further comprising receiving a request to access digital content, wherein 
the transmitting comprises transmitting in response to the request and the 
decoder core further comprising a decryption key.[column 6, lines 10-14 and 
column 5, lines 66-column 6, line 14] (The end user is controlled from the 
reproduction /playing of the content/ data in accordance with information stored in the 
secured container. First the end user gets authentication permission to access the 
decryption key stored in the secured container to decrypt the content. The clearing 
house, based on the authentication result, will judge whether or not the end user is 
authorized to get the permission to access the decryption key stored in the 
container/ storage/ medium. If the end user passes the authentication process, it is 
permitted by the, clearing house to decrypt the content. And the end user will receive a 
secure container encrypted using the encrypting key of the end user for decrypting the 
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previously encrypted content. The end user using the encrypting key access the 
decryption key for decrypting the content.) 

8. As per claim 10-11 . the combination of Hurtando and Thompson discloses a 
method as applied to claim above. Furthermore Hurtando discloses the method wherein 
the content-specific obfuscated software corresponds to a content-specific encryption 
algorithm, the method further comprising: encrypting the requested digital content 
using the content-specific encryption algorithm; and delivering the encrypted 
digital content. [column 5, lines 59-60] (method to delivery encrypted digital content 
to the end user system for the playing/reproducing of the content) 

9. As per claim 12-13 & 25-26 , the combination of Hurtando and Thompson 
discloses a method as applied to claim above. Furthermore Hurtando discloses the 
method wherein the predefined content decoder comprises a previously delivered media 
player, [column 6, lines 10-14] (Once the end user receive permission from the a 
clearing house, it will be able to access the decryption key stored in the container 
received or sent to the end user. The end user by using the decrypting key stored 
in the container wil decrypt/reproduce/play the previously encrypted content.) 

10. As per claim 15-19 , the combination of Hurtando and Thompson discloses 
a method as applied to claim above. Furthermore Hurtando discloses the method 
wherein receiving a decoder core comprises receiving the encrypted digital 
content and the decoder core together. [ [column 5, lines 59-60;column 5, lines 66- 
column 6, line 1; column 6, lines 6-10] (As shown on column 5, lines 59-60 the method 

of delivering encrypted digital content to the end user system for the 
playing/ reproducing of the content is explained . Furthermore receiving a secure 
container/ storage /medium containing the decrypting key for decrypting the previously 
encrypted content is also disclosed and meets the recitation of the claim.) 



Application/Control Number: 10/034,131 
Art Unit: 2132 



Page 8 



Conclusion 



11. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1. 136(a) 
will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Samson B Lemma whose telephone number is 
571-272-3806. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00 
am— 4: 30 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, BARRON JR GILBERTO can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
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PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

SAMSON LEMMA 
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